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Sir: 


March 16, 2006 


AMENDMENT 


In response to the Patent Office action of December 5, 2005, please amend the above- 
identified patent application as follows: 

IN THE SPECIFICATION 
Page 1, line 14, change "5,660,848" to - 5,660,858 -. 


REMARKS 

The specification has been amended to overcome the Examiner's objections and 
reconsid'^atr Wd of the rejections of Claims 1-6, 8-10, ^^^^^^f ^^^^^^ '''' 
herewith an Affidavit Under 37 CFR 1.131 sweanng b ack of the patent to Hume, Fat, No. 
6,752,23 1, and requests that this reference be removed. 

Claims 1-6 9-10 12-15 and 17 have been rejected as being unpatentable over Hume in 
view of Flagg. Ho;ever, reconsideration is requested of this rejection. As sMed m the enclo^d 
Affidavit Under 37 CFR 1.131 Applicant made tWs inventu^n pnor to fte filing 
Applicant filed a Provisional application, Ser. No. 60/307,474 on July 2/' ^^Ol, over fo^^^^ 
months prior to the filing date of Hume. Also, Applicant is the owner of U.S. Patent No. 
^660 85Mss^^^^ September 23, 1997, which clearly anticipates the Hume patent, but whu^h was 
not ciS during the prosecution of the Hume patent. THerefore it - 

Hume is not a proper reference and should be withdrawn and that Clamis 1-6,9-10,12-15 and l / 
should be allowed. 

Claims 8 and 16 have been rejected as being unpatentable over Hume in view of Flagg 
and Quigg. However, reconsideration is requested of this rejection. As noted f o^e^ Apphc^t 
madSs invention prior to the filing date of Hume, therefore, Hume should be withdrawn as a 
reference and Claims 8 and 16 should be allowed. 


Claims 7 and 1 1 have been objected to as being dependent from a rejected 


